1.
Considering the juncture of such a paper, I would like to give a glimpse of the history of such an approach, in order to briefly pass onto a couple of interesting case studies. The idea of avoiding functional and international integration or governance in order to preserve the possibility of true European federalism found its roots in the critique of cosmopolitan and international projects of liberal democracies elaborated, in the context of the Thirties, 
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From his point of view only fascism could federate Europe, realising that a "European Union", where capitalist democracies failed, and the creation a League of Nations, were just too exposed to national interests to create a true economic federation.
VIII For him, Nazi Germany, by abolishing the national frontier, had worked in its creation of the only possible path towards the federal reunification of Europe (moreover also granting it a new organising principle -spiritual and racial) (Drieu la Rochelle 1973: 188-190; Visone 2014: 134-141) . Also fascinated by fascism -although more so by the Italian version (Visone
2015: 342-343) -Eugeni D'Ors criticised the Liberal Europe of the SND and the
Communist International, hoping to realise a true federal-corporative Europe. He saw this as synonymous with an "empire", or a unity capable of putting together various levels of government in a supranational and multinational space -able to join nations, regions, cultures without destroying their differences (Martínez Carrasco 2014: 72) . This was seen in direct contraposition with the cosmopolitanism of liberal organisations that just melt and liquefy nations and diversities (D'Ors 1920: 1). Or we can consider the case of the ninistes proudhonian federalists who wrote for the "Ordre Nouveau" review and considered it impossible to proceed with projects such as the Paneurope of Coudenhove Kalergi, and the League of Nations, that continued to have at their centre the nation-state. As written by Alexandre Marc, it was vain and useless to proceed with these projects because their will just masked the horrible reality of the nation-state. Thus, it was necessary to promote something else, such as a federation of communities that started at the local level and aimed to reach the people (Glady 1934: 8-20) . IX In any case, these criticisms of liberal internationalism and federalism were directed towards contesting the enduring role of the nation-state within and the cultural (and racial, according to Drieu La Rochelle) homologation created by such liberal universalism. These ideas would go on to play an important role in criticism aimed at the process of European integration during the second half of the XX th century.
2.
After the second world war, different radical criticisms were directed towards the process of European integration from a federalist perspective. One in particular, that of ethno-federalism, had a political relevance. According to one of its main theorists, the French jurist Guy Héraud, X the idea of proceeding towards a confederation of states following the functionalist approach is a form of "right wing deviationism" that did not solve the issue of nationalism. Thus, following such a view, the supporters of ongoing European integration cannot be considered as true federalists (Héraud 1959: 3) . Héraud would develop, in the Sixties, an approach that he defined as "ethno-federalism" which sought to reunify Europe, starting with ethnic communities or regions created through referendums destined to reunify peoples with the same ethnic roots (for example, SouthTirol people with Austrian people). XI These regions/communities had to be the centre of a new process of integration, opposed to the process developing under the control of sovereign states. From Héraud's stand point, these were simply the result of violence and diplomacy, distant from the people's will. Thus, he stood for a "people's federation" rather than a "state's federation", with the idea of destroying national-sovereignty through a radical fragmentation of power that would be recomposed at European level (as a European sovereignty) following the subsidiarity principle (Héraud 1963; 1968; 1973 
3.
Alain de Such a system is the logical offspring of functionalism, and progresses directly towards its unconscious self-destruction. Far from destroying the centralistic logic of the nationstate it just exasperates it, causing a reaction within the member states that can bring about a rupture of the system in a condition of accentuated nationalism, as the case of Brexit shows. After the UK referendum, according to de Benoist, the ruling elite governing the European Union does not want to call into question the ongoing integration path:
"the only lesson that they took from this vote is that is necessary to do the utmost to avoid people expressing themselves. Who said that madness consisted of always doing the same thing hoping to obtain different results? Considering that the same causes provoked the same effects, they will continue to pour petrol on a fire which will up consuming everything" (de Benoist 2016: 6).
As we saw, de Benoist considers this path to be just the opposite of that towards true European federalism. Far from being just a reflection of the last few years, such criticism of the EU has been developed by de Benoist since the 90s, and he has been interested in federalism since the 70s (having also been in contact with Guy Héraud). XVII Indeed, by way of confirmation, in 2012 he reprinted in English -with Charles Champentier -the "Manifesto for the European Renaissance" that was originally published in 1999 in the "Éléments" review. This "Manifesto" sums up his ideas about Europe and European
Civilisation. An explicit "position" of the book is entitled "Against Jacobinism; for a
Federal Europe" (Champentier and de Benoist 2012: 38). Such opposition towards a centralised state -thoughts on the model of the modern nation-state -found (and still finds) a paradoxical common ground with libertarians that contested the EU as incapable of breaking the hated logic of sovereignty.
4.
For that reason it is interesting to focus on the thoughts of Gianfranco Miglio, an
Italian historian and political scientist who, for many years, studied the German classics In this "neo-federal" union:
"le istituzioni europee (e dunque le leggi che le regoleranno) dovranno essere il risultato di accordi negoziati, piuttosto che di diktat di organi sovrani … come ogni sistema federale la comunità europea sarà composta di minoranze … La loro protezione implica che nei loro riguardi non si potrà mai invocare l'ipotetico diritto di maggioranza …"
In his opinion, majority rule could only be used if all attempts at negotiation failed, and then only through using a principle of qualified majority. Furthermore:
"Tutte le decisioni importanti dovranno inoltre essere accompagnate da una clausola di non partecipazione, per preservare il diritto della comunità a dire "no"" (Miglio 2016e: 191-192 ).
According to this understanding, true federalism was where the territorial units that constitute the federation directly express government as a form of direction (following the
Swiss example). Consequently, the kind of European Federalism directly inspired by
Alexandre Hamilton (as that of Altiero Spinelli) was a false federalism, secretly influenced by the passion for unity that informed the whole history of the modern state. XXI A federal state, according to the "profesùr", was always an "ossimoro" that tried to bring together two models of politics that were totally opposed. In this sense he criticised the EU's damaging attitudes in its alternative response to unitary logic of the nation-state (at the level of Brussels for some politics, and in its inter-governmental attitude for the others);
consequently Miglio remained a convinced supporter of constitutional pluralism as being the fundamental feature of federalism.
5.
What 
6.
First, it is relevant to better define the complexity, plurality, and non-homogeneity of the history of both "European federalism" and "Euroscepticism", allowing us to also better evaluate the particularity of the current epoch compared, just as an example, to that of the 80s and the 90s. Second, it could be useful to help formulate some relevant questions, which will allow us to better define some main issues that will shape the European political landscape. What is the relationship between the EU, federalism, and the modern state? Must the EU make a choice between one or the other or does it just have to find a new path to allow federalism and the modern state to become entangled with one another? Is it possible to manage a single continental capitalist economy without any form of State mechanism around it? And can any possible continental and federal democracy survive through a crisis without any form of state that is able to organise it? And last -but not least -is it true that in the long run European functional integration, as has been experimented with until now, can bring about, as a reaction, a return to nationalism (and consequent disintegration, Zielonka 2014) XXIV ? Considering the fundamental challenges that will be faced by the EU over the next three years -starting with Brexit and culminating with a probable discussion about a new European treaty -underestimating the political relevance of these questions is not a viable option. The same "pro-EU" federalists will benefit from a renewed, and serious confrontation, with these issues in order to find advanced and coherent solutions to problems that, in any case, will be decisive for the future of Europe. 'Europa nell'età delle ideologie (1929 'Europa nell'età delle ideologie ( -1939 'uomo, Mimesis, Milano, 2014 (with Andrea Spreafico) and L'Europa oltre l'Europa. Metamorfosi di un'idea nel dibattito degli anni trenta (1929 Metamorfosi di un'idea nel dibattito degli anni trenta ( -1939 , ETS, Pisa, 2015. I The word "Euroscepticism" means such a discourse and/or action that promotes "opposition and doubt [in] to the process of European integration". See Taggart (1998: 365) . In the particular perspective of this paper -focused on a "principle opposition" to a particular path of European integration, developing historically since 1951 -the only possible "Euroscepticism" is that which Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak called "hard Euroscepticism". See Taggart and Szczerbiak (2002: 7) . For criticisms concerning the concept of "Euroscepticism" and its uses see Pasquinucci and Verzichelli (2016) . II Marine Le Pen, Speech of the 19th November 2011 , quoted in Lanathoua (2012 . See also the criticism developed by Marine Le Pen towards the perspective of European federalism in Le Pen (2012: 56) . III In this paper the expression "European federalism" is intended to mean any political perspective that strives for the creation of a federation capable of covering the European space. From this broad and analytic point of view, it matters not which kind of definition of federalism is the original or theoretically correct or which definition of Europe is, spatially or philosophically, "the right one". What matters here is the joint and related discursive use -with a precise political aim -of the words federalism/federation and Europe in a particular context that is one of the political debates of XX th and XXI st century Western Europe. On the history of federalist thought, see Kincaid (2011); Ward and Ward (2009); Levi (2008); Malandrino (1998) . IV "By pooling basic production and by instituting a new High Authority, whose decisions will bind France, Germany and other member countries, this proposal will lead to the realization of the first concrete foundation of a European federation indispensable to the preservation of peace". Schuman Declaration, 9 May 1950. V Regarding the concrete impact of such federalism on the process of European Integration, see Burgess (2006) . VI As a paradoxical and border case it is interesting to consider the same Union of European Federalist -Uef -in a peculiar moment of its history (1957) (1958) (1959) (1960) (1961) (1962) . During this period the Uef was split into two parts: ones, consisting of the Germans, Dutch and a part of the French federalist movement (European Federalist Action, 1956) , critically supported the perspective of a functional integration opened with the Treaties of Rome, while the others -the majority -opposed this, considering the Common Market as a "step back" (Constantinescu 1959: 1) towards the creation of a true supranational federation. This majority finally transformed the Uef into the "Supranational Federalist Movement" (1959), which was engaged in the antifunctionalist campaign concerning the "Congress of European People". See Pistone (2008: 131-154) . In the same period, Altiero Spinelli wrote a second federalist manifesto (1957) in which he labelled as "false European solutions" those proposed by functionalism and Europeanism, affirming that all these solutions "expressed the secret dream of the exploiters/profiters of the national sovereignties and of their political representatives" (Spinelli 1957: 57-65) . VII Drieu La Rochelle (1934: 17) . On the life of Pierre Drieu La Rochelle, see Cantier (2011). On his political thought, see Rocca (2000) . On the connection of such thoughts with his novels, see the interesting interpretation of Solé Castells (2004) , and the reconstruction by Bruneau (2011) . VIII See Drieu La Rochelle (1973: 189-190; 217-218 (See Drieu La Rochelle, 1992: 80) . IX About the "Ordre Nouveau" perspective, see also Roy (1999 ), Hellmann (2002 ), and Visone (2012 . commonwealth, which is to say in the symbiotic processes thereof. This organized body was also known to Althusius as the people" (Carney 1965: XVII-XX). On the thought of Althusius, see also Malandrino (2016) . XXIII That was the opinion of Carl J. Friedrich who wrote "No Sovereign can exist in a federal order system; autonomy and sovereignty exclude each other in such a political order ... No one has the last world" (Friedrich 1968: 7) . A different solution was that of James Wilson who argued in the Ratifying Convention of Pennsylvania (1787) that "the supreme power ... resides in the PEOPLE, as the fountain of government ... They can delegate it in such proportions ... as they think proper ... to the governments" and "to the government of the United States" (See Levi 2013: 25-26) . XXIV Phenomenon which can entail the direct disintegration of the Union or the disintegration of member states with indirect -but serious -effects on the nature and the functioning of the EU. It is no accident that -to give an example of the new "Europeanist nationalisms" -Catalan independentism considers EU fullmembership as one of its fundamental targets. XXV From this point of view, it is interesting to read the reflection of a pro-EU federalist scholar, contained in Fabbrini (2017).
